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December 3 ,  1990 

Hr. Jonathan Jones, P.E. 
URrCHt YATEA ENGINEERS 
2490 Y. 26th Avenue, Suf tu 300A 
Denver, CO 86211 

Re: Broomfield - Rocky F lats  Issues 
Intplementttton o f  DOE Corrnrttment 
Rm HO. 0331.042.02 

Dear Itr. Jones: 
Thlt letter i s  in reference t o  the 11/19/90 meeting among Messrs. Jones, 
Ferguson, McGrogor, and Schmidt held at your office!. The purpose of this 
letter i s  t o  c lar i fy  certa in  points and provide response t o  some questions 
which I was unable t o  adequately address a t  the meeting. 

1. Stream standards: Mr. Glasser, Broomfield City Attorney ,  informs ma that 
DOE has previously made a comitment t o  not request a change i n  stream 
c'i issi ficotion/stream standards above Great Uestorn Reservoir or Stand1 ey 
Lake While a change f n  standards is not necessari ly of concern t o  the 
C i t i e s ,  Colorado Oept o f  Hea l th  and EPA apparently are ogposed t o  such 
changes. If there  4s now some thought o f  changing this c o m i L m n t ,  tho 
change should be P-ocessed with the s a w  group whtch made the I n l t l a l  
decision, 

2 .  Utility o f  GUR: 
utthout changing stream c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  above GUR, there  would be 1 imited 
oppOYtUnfty t o  effectively f n t q r a t e  G#R operation wf th cther on-sf t e  
water quality cont ro l  plans (surh as D 3 f - q  Option 3 ) .  bgaln,  Mr Glasser 
4nfoms me that  fntegration o f  GYR into the Waste Management Plan Was 
something DOE would avoid; i . a . ,  DOE d i d  not  want t o ,  in e f f ec t ,  c r e a t e  a 
'Pond B-6" problem. That declslon was a l s o  made i n  the  Option Review 
Group and any desired changes t o  that decision should be made by that 
group. 
h e r s h i p  and operation o f  GUR: 
and operate 6UR af te r  Braomfield's new water supply i s  fn-place. However, 
realizing that ownership o f  GWR by DOE is perhaps unacceptable, Broomfield 
would be wif l lng  t o  r e t a i n  ownerrhi 

, contamination o f  the reservoir .  Uith r e s p e c t  t o  reservoir operation, 
Bromfleld has reuuested that  RMC prepare a pral iminary reservoir 
operati m r p h s - p a ~ f l ~  u m-Rr 

engineering serv ices  i n  two batfc arenas: 

A t  the 11/19/90 meeting WWE expressed concern that, 

3. Broomf ie ld ' s  preference i s  that DOE own 

and perhaps operata the reservoir, 
provided the ME indemnify Braomfie P d agolnst any present and future 
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4 .  Status  o f  R M *  RMC has been retafned by the  C i t y  of Broomfield t o  Provlae 

I 

/- 

KICUMEM CLASSIFICAW 
REVIEW WAIVER PER 

CUSSIFICATM WFICE 



Broomfield - Rocky Flats  Issue 
Implementat ion of DOE Comnf tuFent 
Page 2 of 2 

a. Techntcal assistance t o  Mr, Classcr in r e l a t i o n  to ?he grant process 
and coordination wlth  DOE regarding the Opt ion  B concept; this 
encompasses considerations o f  both the  Standley lake Project and the  
GWR Replacement Project. 

b.  Implementation o f  the GWR Replacement Project, and related 
coordination uith DOE. as relates to physical project components; 
Leonard Rice Consultlng Mater Enginwrr s s  providing services related 
to water rlghts considerations. 

5. 

6. 

R!K has not yet been retalned by the City of Westmlnster to provlde 
services related to actual implementation of the  Standley Lake Project. 

Water Rights: 
are needed) for operatton o f  GWR (after it I S  no longer used its a ptrblic  
water supply) is not included in Option 6 cost estimates. A l so ,  future 
GWR operation cost i s  a t  included i n  Option 0 cost ertlmates. 

I t  i s  my understanding frcm Mr.  Glrsser tha t  of l  t e decision bas prevtausly been madu t o  Ircplement Option B, essentially 
as descrtbed i n  M ' s  Technical Memorandum doted 10/30/90 Therefore, It 
would not stem productive to dissipate our energjes t o  revislt the overall 
project concepts and components. Instead, I view the t a s k  a t  hand being 
t o  proceed t o  constructlon per the agreed upon Option % plan  and cost 
estimates. 
fm conceptual desi n t o  constructlon, b u t  would not i nvo lve  re- 

Procurement of water rights ( i f  any addttional water rights 

1 
tion B Project Components: 

Thfs involves refinements nomally encountered in proceeding 

evaluation of overal s project concepts. 

Please contact me to discuss any o f  the above. 
contrary t o  WE'S understandfng or direction from EGbG, we should probably 
meet w i t h  Mr. C'lasser and Rr. Bob Nelson t o  clear up any questions. 

Sincerely, 

If any o f  the above 1s 

ROCKY W N T A  IN CONSULTANTS, I NC . 

i. Stephen Schmidt, P.E. 
Pro Sect Manager 


